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Response to a non-final Office Action 



Application Ser. No. 10/609,226 



This communication is a response to a non-final Office Action having a mailing date 
of 01/11/2005 and setting forth a shortened statutory period for response of three 
months which would expire on 04/1 1/2005. 

The examiner has rejected claims 9 and 1 1 - 13 under 35 U.S.C. 112. However, the 
examiner did not indicate the nature of the indefiniteness of claim 9. A telephone 
conversation with the examiner Phi Dieu Tran A on 03/22/2005 resulted in a 
clarification of the rejection of claim 9. Consequently all claims 9 and 11-12 will be 
presented in a corrected version on a separate pages 

The applicant takes issue with the rejection of claim 13 wherein the examiner states 
that the applicant did not observe the correct sequence of actions. It is believed that 
claim 9 does set forth the correct sequence of steps that are performed to assemble 
the pool grating. By providing the step of drilling a pilot hole prior to the step of 
actual drilling , applicant is merely limiting the scope of claim 9 and it is believed that 
this does not render claim 9 indefinite. The step of drilling a pilot hole does not 
necessarily have to be performed in the method of claim 9. This drilling of the pilot 
hole merely provides accuracy in the performance of the method of claim 9 
The indication that claim 9 and, of course, the claims depending therefrom would be 
allowable is greatly appreciated. /i y 
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